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Another supplement to or substitute for a university educa-
tion was supplied by the Inns of Court, where many men of affairs
attended, such as Pym and Cromwell. Selden claimed that,
in the least frequented of the four Inns of Court, there were
about two hundred students, sons of persons of quality. There
was, he says, a sort of academy or gymnasium in the Inns,
'where they learn something of all kinds of music, dancing, and
such other accomplishments and diversions (which they call
revels) as are suitable to their quality, and such as are usually
practised at court. At other times . . . the greater part apply
themselves to the study of law'.1
Science, like other branches of knowledge, owed much to the
Renaissance. This revolt against medievalism assumed many
forms. Although ultimately all-embracing, it was slow to touch
philosophy, for it had at first more urgent tasks on hand. In
the sixteenth century its greatest achievements were the Refor-
mation and the erection of the national state; in the seventeenth,
the overthrow of scholasticism. Then there was a spirit of free
ingui^abroad in the land, which made men no longer content
with the old explanations of natural phenomena. The 'truth*
that ..they, now required was the kind that was consistent with
their observations. 'Truth* to a scholastic, however, depended
on its being in harmony with a certain interpretation of the
world which was formulated in the thirteenth century. The
synthesis by Saint Thomas Aquinas of Aristotelian philosophy
and divine teaching, as revealed in the Scriptures, had produced
the scholasticism of the later middle ages. It allowed little room
for the advance of knowledge and it found no place for the
prevalent eagerness to investigate the nature of the physical
world. Th^e schoolman was mainly concerned with cwhy', the
scientist with Jhow',. The former was content to formulate a
IraSonat'suQ.d logical theory of the universe and did not test his
theory by observation. The later middle ages and the Renais-
sance were fitly represented at the famous meeting between the
Paduan professor and Galileo, when the former refused to look
through the latter's telescope—apparently because he felt that
if he saw anything that appeared to contradict the scholastic
theories of the heavenly bodies he would be merely deceiving
himself. The scientist tried to discover how nature works and
1 Watson, op. cit., pp. xxxi-xxxii.

